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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Prince George’s County Annual Report, January 2014 through December 2014, fulfills the
requirements of Senate Bill 280—Smart, Green, and Growing—Smart and Sustainable Growth Act of
2009. It fulfills the requirements of Senate Bill 276—Smart, Green, and Growing—Annual Report—
Smart Growth Goals, Measures, and Indicators and Implementation of Planning Visions. Additionally, it
fulfills the requirements of Senate Bill 273—Smart, Green and Growing—Local Government Planning—
Planning Visions for Prince George’s County. SB280 and $B276 require the submission of a report
annually and SB273 requires biannual submissions.

The report concludes that the development patterns in Prince George’s County are consistent with the
2014 Plan Prince George’s 2035 Approved General Plan, which was the General Plan in effect during the
second half of the reporting period. The 2002 Prince George’s County Approved General Plan was in effect
during the first part of the reporting year and the report is also consistent with the 2002 General Plan. This
report is due to the Maryland Department of Planning {MDP) by July 1, 2015.



SB280—Smart, Green, and Growing-—-
Smart and Sustainable Growth Act of 2009

PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to document changes in development patterns that occurred from January
to December 2014 as part of the requirement of the 2009 Senate Bill 280 entitled Smart, Green, and
Growing—Smart and Sustainable Growth Act of 2009. Senate Bill 280 seeks to ensure that land-use
decisions are consistent with locally adopted comprehensive plans. This report concludes that the
development patterns in Prince George’s County are consistent with the 2014 Plan Prince George’s 2035
Approved General Plan. There are no known conflicts with any of the plans adopted by the County or
state or with other plans of surrounding jurisdictions. In all instances the most recent data available
were used.

BACKGROUND

An analysis of development patterns in the County indicate that, although development activity is below
historic averages, in 2014 the County experienced an increase in development activities. Additionally,
community indicators show that County residents are experiencing improvements in overall quality of
life.



GROWTH RELATED CHANGES IN DEVELOPMENT PATTERNS

NEwW SUBDIVISIONS APPROVED IN 2014

In 2014, 11 preliminary plans of subdivision were approved as compared with 7 in 2013.
Approximately 82 percent of the preliminary plans of subdivision approved were located inside the
Priority Funding Area (PFA) of the County. The development project with the most activity located
inside the PFA was Stephen’s Crossing at Brandywine with a total of 494 lots and 1,352 units. Only two
subdivisions were approved outside the PFA. One of the subdivisions was a commercial shopping
center and the other subdivision contained 55 residential townhomes.

Table 1 shows the comparison of subdivisions approved in 2013 and 2014. Map 1 shows the location
of the approved subdivisions in 2014.

Table 1
Preliminary Plans of Subdivision Approved in 2013
o inside PR | OumideBFA. | Tom
| Year : o
Ban isions | - Lo
2013 1 11
2014 9 584 2 0 11 584

Source: M-NCPPC, Development Activity Monitoring System and Information Management Division, 2015.









Table 2
Recorded Subdivision Plats in 2014

2014 69.9
Source: M-NCPPC, Development Activity Monitoring System, 2015.

NEW BUILDING PERMITS ISSUED

In 2014, the County issued 351 residential building permits and 17 commercial building permits as
provided in Table 3. Approximately 65 percent of the residential building permits issued occurred within

the PFA of Prince George’s County.

All but one of the commercial permits issued in 2014 were located within the PFA. The amount of
commercial square footage delivered in the County during 2014 was approximately 540,839, excluding
the square footage for commercial properties located within Laurel. Six of the 17 commercial permits
were for properties within Laurel. Map 3 shows the location of residential and commercial building

permits in the County in 2014.

Table 3

Residen
. il —
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2014 | 221| 6 | 124 | 0 | 351 6 17 "1 | 540,639* | 200

Source: Information Management Division, Prince George’s County Planning Department, 2014.
*Six of the seventeen commercial properties are located within Laurel. Their square footage is not

included in the total square footage constructed (gross).






RESIDENTIAL AND COMMERCIAL GROWTH

Ninety-eight percent of the residential units approved in 2014 were within the PFA. Tables 4 and 5
provide data detailing the residential and commercial growth inside and outside of the PFA in 2014.

Table 4

Amount of Residential Growth in 2014 (Inside and Outside the PFA)

“Residential . PE No T _
Uni;:Approved 2,249
Units Constructed 227 124 351
Minor Subdivisions Approved 0 0 0
Major Subdivisions Approved 9 2 11
Total Approved Subdivision Area {(Gross Acres) 279.54 26.04 305.58
Lots Approved 584 0 584
Total Approved Lot Area {Net Acres) Not Not Not
Available Available Available
Table 5
Amount of Commercial Growth in (Inside and Outside the PFA)
~ Commercial = ... . PFA | Non-PFA .
Permits .Is..sued | 16 1
Lots Approved 6 0] 6
Total Building Square Feet Approved {Gross) Not Not Not
Available Available Available
Total Square Feet Constructed (Gross) 540,639* 200 540,839*

*Six of the 17 commercial properties are locatad within Laurel. Their square footage is not included in the total
square footage constructed (gross).

10



WATER AND SEWER

Environment Article Title 9, Subtitle 5, of the Maryland Annotated Code sets procedures for
amendments and revisions to the Water and Sewer Plan. The adopted 2008 Water and Sewer Plan for
Prince George’s County assigns a category to every piece of property in the County. The categories
determine whether land can be developed using public (or community) water and sewer or individual
well and septic systems. A category change is usually required for a development proposal that needs a
subdivision or that disturbs more than 5,000 square feet of land.

Requests for changes to these categories can be achieved through two processes, The Legislative
Amendment Process and the Administrative Amendment process. The Legislative Amendment process is
used when changes are proposed from Category 6 or 5 to Category 4. The Administrative Amendment
process is used when changes are proposed from Category 4 to Category 3, and for public use
allocations. Both processes require the filing of an Application for Water and Sewer Plan Amendment.

For the Legislative Amendment process, at least 30 days prior to the public hearing on the amendments,
the County Council submits a copy of the resolution to The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning
Commission (M-NCPPC) and the Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission (WSSC) for
recommendations. The adopted 2008 Water and Sewer Plan for Prince George’s County provides for
three cycles of category requests for changes annually to amend the plan. Between January and
December 2014, there was one cycle of amendments, the April 2014 Cycle, that was taken to the Prince
George’s County Council for approval.

The April 2014 Cycle contained seven applications requesting water and/or sewer category changes. A
summary of those cases are provided in Table 6.

Table 6

April 2014 Cycle of Amendments

Sewershed  Application Gl Addresss c
Blue Plains 14/BP-01 7125 Virginia Manor Court Category W/S 5 to
Minnick Property Laurel, MD Category W/S 4
Blue Plains 14/BP-02 14600 Gunpowder Road Category W/S55 to
Triple R Limited Partnership Laurel, MD Category W/S 4
Western 14/wW-01 12407 Shafer Lane Category S5to
Branch Denney’s Addition to Parkwood Bowie, MD Category S 4
Western 14/W-02 11730 Annapolis Road Category W/S 5 to
Branch Sinclair Woods Lanham, MD Category W/S 4
(Formerly Blonder Property)

Woestern 14/W-03 1705 Ritchie Road Category W/S 5 to
Branch Neil Property District Heights, MD Category W/S 4
Piscataway 14/pP-01 11700/11800 Category W/S 5 to

Grace United Methodist Church Old Fort Road Category W/S4 and S 3 for
Fort Washington, MD Parcel 148
Piscataway 14B/P-02 7401 Moores Road Category S5to
7401 Moores Road Property Brandywine, MD Category S 4

Source: Prince George’s County Department of the Environment, April 2015.
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For the Administrative Amendment process, the Prince George’s County Department of the
Environment (DoE) accepts applications for administrative amendments on a monthly basis (except for
August and December). Applications can only be submitted to DoE after the Planning Board has
approved the preliminary plan of subdivision or a detailed site plan. DoE will transmit a report to the
County Executive and the County Council for a 30-calendar-day review and comment period. During the
30-day review period, the County Executive or County Council may request that an application be
processed as a Legislative Amendment. If no comments are made, the Director of DoE may approve
each application included in the transmitted report.

In 2014, applications for administrative amendments were accepted for the September 2014 and
November 2014 Cycles. There were no applications for administrative amendments submitted/accepted
during the remainder of 2014. Table 7 lists the pending administrative approvals in calendar year 2014.

Table 7
Administrative Amendment Year 2014 Approvals
— T T AAGyle | PR T
CR-7-2003 Kenwood Village September 2014 09/24/14
Pre-dates 2001 and 2008 Fort Riverdale September 2014 09/24/14
Water and Sewer Plan
CR-4-2012 Reaching Hearts International, Inc. September 2014 09/24/14
Pre-dates 2001 and 2008 Farmington Road Carwash September 2014 09/24/14
Water and Sewer Plan
CR-56-2000 Washington Overlook Parcel 156 November 2014 01/07/15
(formerly Turner Property)
Public Use Allocation Keys Energy Center (P/O 88, @30 November 2014 01/07/15
acres)

Source: Department of the Environment, April 2015,
PusLiC FACILITIES

Transportation

In Prince George’s County there were several transportation-related projects for which construction was
pending, initiated, ongoing, or completed during 2014. Table 8 provides information regarding these
projects. Map 4 shows the locations of the transportation projects. The majority of the projects are
located inside the PFA. All of the projects identified are state or County highways or M-NCPPC trails
projects. No significant privately-funded projects were identified.
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